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REMARKS 

The Examiner has improperly rejected independent claims 1, 25, 40, 60, 76, 78, 80, 82, 
and 83 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,387,380 to Cima 
et al. ("Cima"). The Examiner has also improperly rejected independent claims 1, 25, 40, 60, 76, 
78, 80, 82, and 83 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,902,441 to Bredt et al. ("Bredt"). The Examiner's continued refusal to acknowledge the 
recitation in the claims of thermoplastic particulate material, as well as the combination of a 
thermoplastic particulate material with an adhesive particulate material, constitute clear factual 
deficiencies in the rejections. 

In the present case, the Examiner failed to cite references that teach the limitations of the 
claims, and has not met even the basic requirements of § 102(b). As a result, the Examiner has 
not established anticipation. 

To the limited extent Cima describes the composition of a powder material for use with a 
3D printing technique, Cima merely states that the powder material may be a ceramic, metal, or 
plastic powder or fiber. See column 12, lines 1 1-21 . The Examiner erred by ignoring the 
Applicants' claim limitation of a thermoplastic particulate material recited in instant claims 1, 
76, 78, 80, and 83, a feature that Cima does not disclose or suggest. Furthermore, Cima does not 
disclose, alone or in combination with other materials, an adhesive particulate material, as also 
required in independent claims 1, 76, 78, 80, and 83. 

Moreover, Cima does not teach a fluid adapted to activate an adhesive in a powder 
including thermoplastic and adhesive particulate material, as recited in independent claims 25 
and 60. Cima also does not disclose a fluid adapted to activate the adhesive properties of a 
thermoplastic particulate material, as recited in independent claims 40, 82, and 83. 

The Examiner again erred by ignoring the same claim limitations when she asserted that 
Bredt anticipates the instant claims. Bredt discloses three-dimensional printing materials 
systems that include various powder components. These materials systems do not, however, 
include a thermoplastic particulate material in combination with an adhesive particulate material, 
as recited in independent claims 1, 76, 78, and 80. Bredt also does not disclose a fluid adapted to 
activate an adhesive in a powder including thermoplastic and adhesive particulate material, as 
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recited in independent claims 25 and 60. Bredt also does not disclose a fluid adapted to activate 



40, 82, and 83. Finally, Bredt does not disclose a fluid including water and an amine, wherein 
the fluid is adapted to activate the adhesive properties of at least a sparingly soluble alkaline- 
reducible particulate material, as recited in independent claim 68. 

In summary, the Examiner has ignored the recited claim limitations and thereby erred in 
rejecting the instant claims by failing to provide references that, alone or in combination, 
disclose all of the limitations of the claims. 



We respectfully submit that, as set forth in the foregoing remarks, there are clear errors in 
the Examiner's rejections. 



the adhesive properties of a thermoplastic particulate material, as recited in independent claims 



CONCLUSION 
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